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e.g., -$1,640 in 1980 earnings (from unsubsidized employment).  The CEIS study further examines some of these outcomes for particular Population subgroups and youth participating exclusively in "skills training" programs. With a few modest exceptions, however, these analyses lead the authors to similar conclusions/ i.e., no (positive) net impact of CETA participation.
While these analyses share many characteristics with the CLMS analyses (and share the potential for "matching bias" that is discussed in the final section of this appendix), they do have unique aspects that should be noted. A critical one is their reliance on respondents' self-reports of whether they participated in CETA.6 Although no estimates of the error and bias components of these measurements are proffered, it is unlikely that these crucial variables will be reported without error. Also, in contrast to the SSA records used in the CLMS analyses, the CEIS study must rely on the self-reports of earnings in the NLS—and indeed must then use other self-reports to characterize those earnings äs "subsidized" or "unsubsidized." Here, again, the Potential for inaccuracies in such reports (involving both random and systematic errors) could potentially affect the outcomes obtained in the CEIS analysis.
Frankel's (1971) findings suggest that Standard errors for his eight variables would be understated by about 10 to 50 percent if SRS formulas were used (with the larger numbers applying to multiple correlation statistics, the smaller to multiple regression coefficients, and means and simple correlations resting in the middle).  He has, however, no available data for race, which is guite highly clustered geographically (racial discrimination and other factors produced a very nonrandom distribution of blacks and whites across "blocks" and neighborhoods in the United States).  Statistical research on health surveys (Landis et al., 1982) indicates that defts in excess of 2.0 occur for such things äs the partial regression coefficient representing the "effect" of race on health conditions (e.g.f Standard errors for the "effects" of race on number of decayed teeth, net of age, sex, and consumption of sugar, may be underestimated by a factor of 2 or more if SRS formulas are used).  It is difficult to assess what analogous values might be in earnings equations, but caution is clearly advisable in interpreting the estimates provided by the CEIS and PRG analyses.
6CLMS, in contrast, sampled participants frorn lists using administrative records (from prime Sponsors).  The CPS match samples used in the CLMS studies are, however, subject to similar but even more severe concerns.  It is not possible to identify "program participants" in the CPS match sample, and thus the CLMS analyses must contrast a sample of individuals who all participated in CETA with a cross-sectional sample containing both participants and nonparticipants.

